It should not be this hard to protect child from harm, when it is the law to prot4ect child from harm, they have 
high level of legal authority to fulfil such duty, they are guilty of breach of duty, and they are making me out to be 
a criminal when I am doing the job they by law should be doing and are not doing, so they are double disobeying 
the law. I am following the law in two way that I am trying to protect her from abuse and that it is part of the law. 

This is a completely invalid doctor and report. She contradicts herself so many times it is ridiculous child could very 
well be being raped when left alone with sexual predators according to preponderance of the evidence as a 
possibility 

Negatives of risking child to be left alone or in sole custody of that care outweigh temporary negatives of 
supervising visitation to ensure prevention of abuse. Protection of child's rights should outweigh protection of 
parent's power rights or control due to having family working in authority. You can't let someone get away with 
breaking the law just because they have a little bit of connections. Very risky risk to take. It is a possibility, then it's 
a risk. It shouldn't be taken mindless adults, authority duty to fulfill they r not and risking child being harmed. They 
should be guilty of contributing to potential predatory sexual assault of child, discriminable child engenderment, 
no evaluation of father, no CAC requested by dcfs or police until begged by mom. Slander by mother, listened to by 
gossip, to add to already bias due to clique of Peru child has no one on her side, mother nowhere to turn, sad 
nightmare of a story. Its 2017, this should not be happening, world should be advancing, this is an old-time 
dilemma that laws r made to protect, they r not following laws, how should I be at faulty and the child's safety 
completely ignored. No school or known activated with father, left with sexual abusers, just because they work for 
city doesn't mean they aren't predators. Many are. And also. No teachers, father picks hippy school and 
inadequate babysitters multiple times, liberty Parkinson's, his parents when he says they are inappropriate and his 
mother was touching her. He works so much he can't spend time with child, child biological need to be with either 
parent forgone, dad working, she and to be with mom, she mom and father al expressed concerns of her being 
with his parents his mom yells is abusive and aggressive, completely disrespectful to me and our wishes, 
disrespectful to child. At times has said she doesn't care, thinks she is annoying, just power and control hungry. 
When Kev and I agreed, she stood in way throwing a fit. Father alcoholic, uncle schizophrenic. 

DCFS claims reason to not protect child was because they didn't want to alienate her and claimed I was trying to 
alienate her, then they go and lie on the stand DCFS corruption saying 4 rape kits lying to get op to let child be with 
predator unsupervised full time, when admitting to seeing signs of abuse, lack of investigation, causing alienating 
between child and only good parent and loving mother, bests thing for her. Childs best interests father busy work 
schedule causing child to go beyond the scope of neglected. Dcfs claimed dangerous environment protected 
criminal endangerment. They could have come up with other service plan, other investigative e methods, other 
preventative measures such as what DuPage co dcfs and Sangita Rangala told me. 



Facts and information contained within the Evidence deposition of Charming Petrak 

~ In Petraks Cirriculum Vitae it shows her education backround lacks moe sufficient medical 
undergrad training in comparison to other in her line of work. 

In her report, there were several inconsistancies. 

There were 

Contracticiton, Falsified information or confirming false facts to be true, instances where she 
states that she was supplied insufficient record to base the testimony or her report on, time 
where she said she was hired by DCFS to write the report but that they failed to offer her all of 
the information pertaining to the facts. 

There were several times where this doctor, on behalf of this minor child, mimimized her need 
for protection from alleged sexual abuse by minimizing the possibility of it ocuring without ever 
havng met with the father, or mother or viewing all detailed evidence to gather a more well 
rounded conclusion from, then there were times where she admitted herself that sexual abuse 
could very well be occurring while at other times denied it. All in all, this doctors report is 
shoddy in that Dr. Petrack lacks sufficient medical backround, contradicts herself on behalf of 
the possibility of sexual abuse occurring and the signs therof, her showing a lack of general 
concern for the wellness of the child based on her making conclusions with a lack of sufficient 
evidence. 

This doctor showed no interst at all in protecting this child form alleged sexual abuse, whci hshe 
herself said could be happening. 

1. Contradicted herself 

2. Confirmed false facts (falsified information) 

3. Explained that she was given insufficient records by DCFS staff prior to writing her 
Oct. 26, 2016 report. 

4. Minimized sexual abuse (or potential for) 

5. Admitted sexual abuse from father was possible. 

6. There were also a lot of time where the doctor was honest. My objective was to list 
the amount of times for all but I unfortunately ran out of time and was not able to 
do as thorough job as I would have liked. 

Medical Records and documents contained in her report of Oct. 26, 2015 


11/8/13 

• 3/17/15 

11/10/13 

• 6/5/15 

11/22/13 

• 11/24/15 

2/12/15 

• 11/26/15 

2/13/15 

• 11/27/15 

2/18/15 

• 11/28/15 

3/15/15 

• 12/3/15 





• 10/3/16 


Show where I received advice from doctors, C.P judge and police to collect evidence 


List of what happened pertaining to each date: 

11/8/13 : 

11/10/13 : 

11/22/13 : 

2/12/15 : E.R. nurse tells mother to bring child to E.R. Mother follows orders. 

2/13/15 : 

2/18/15 : 

3/15/15 : Evidence Kit 

3/17/15 : 

6/5/15 : Mother calls ER for referral to psychologist. Which Channing deemed appropriate but 
mother was given improper direction from the ER Triage nurse telling her to take child to 
Emergency room for sexual abuse examination. Mother declined in order to protect child from 
any trauma. 

11/24/15 : Discharge and pain 

11/26/15 : 

11/27/15 : IVCH E.R. refused to examine or swab child when she had symptoms of possible 
sexual abuse present. They referred mother to Edwards Hospital of Naperville, IL. 

11/28/15 : Edwards Hospital nurses told mother to allow them to rape kit the child in order not 
to contaminate possible evidence by doing exam alone. Mother refused to do rape kit (in order 
to not want to be made to look like the bad guy) 

12/3/15 : 

10/3/16 : 

Overview of Medical Records: Doctor admits that only 2 partial rape kits were done in a period 
of 3 years, from 11/8/13 - 10/3/16 unlike the (4-6) rape kits that DCFS worker Ann Patton was 
lying about when testifying on the stand) 

DCFS Records that she said she received from DCFS (After they took child into "protective- 

custody" but prior to writing her report 

3/1515, 6/25/15/, 11/19/15, 11/24/15, 5/13/16, 7/20/16 and 8/2/16. 

List of what is contained within each report: 

3/15/15: 

6/25/15: 

11/19/15: 





11/24/15: 

5/13/16: 

7/20/16: 

8/2/16 : 

Overview: C.P states that all of the dcfs investigations were based of allegations of sexual abuse 
by Julia Eickmeier. DCFS summary 


1. Contradicted herself 

2. Confirmed false facts (falsified information) 

3. Explained that she was given insufficient records by DCFS staff prior to writing her 
Oct. 26, 2016 report. 

4. Minimized sexual abuse (or potential for) 

5. Admitted sexual abuse from father was possible. 

6. There were also a lot of time where the doctor was honest. My objective was to list 
the amount of times for all but I unfortunately ran out of time and was not able to 
do as thorough job as I would have liked. 

1. Contradictions: 


2. Confirmed false facts (falsified information) 

3. Explained that she was given insufficient records by DCFS staff prior to writing her 
Oct. 26, 2016 report. 

4. Minimized sexual abuse (or potential for) 

5. Admitted sexual abuse from father was possible. 

6. There were also a lot of time where the doctor was honest. My objective was to list 
the amount of times for all but I unfortunately ran out of time and was not able to 
do as thorough job as I would have liked. 

Things I deemed important when note taking going in order by page number: 

Pg. 65 Reference to Feb 12, 2015, Feb 18, 2015, March 15, 2015 (evidence kit 1 of 2) 

C.P. admitted to false information stating a rape kit was done when really it was requested 
mom do one from staff but mom declined the offer. 

June 5, 2015 C.P. doesn't have straight facts. No rape kits were done. Mother called to request 
psychologist, and E.R. nurse was trying to force her to take child to E.R. that day. If mother were 
to take medical instructions she would have been even more thrown under the bus 



Later in deposition Petrak sates she would have liked child to be seen by psychologist, so 
mother's interests for child were in line with Dr. Petraks and what she deemed appropriate. 
Mother was given bad advice by E.R. dr. 

(Explain what happened) DCFS was called due to my refusal to take child to E.R> that day. The 
DCFS worker who contacted me, and showed up to my place about the matter was Lisa Trevier. 
My friend Gordon Pearson was present. Lisa told me that I did the right thing by not taking the 
child to the E.R. and that she listened to the phone call recording stating that they shouldn't 
have referred me to E.R. She told me that she would allow me to continue trying to find a 
counselor from the PRC but with previous trouble caused by trying to get services from them, I 
was concerned they were undertrained and so therefore I didn't feel that they were the best 
pace for me to find a counselor for Maddy from. 

Despite being informed by doctor to take child to E.R. ( I am improperly being blamed for 
medical abuse) It is not like I just took her there with no signs, or without referral from doctor) 
Sexual abuse signs hard to catch, hard matter to prove overall. My actions were in effort to 
protect her, and I have always had her best interests. Allowing sexual abuse to go on, especially 
with how sick It was making my child would be just as bad as abuse itself, at least in my 
thoughts. 

Pg.70 Rape kit was suggested by Edwards E.R. but mother declined the offer. 

Contradictory information: C.P. states child's exam from that date was normal (five months 
later. (11/24/15) But discharge and pain was noted. 

minimizing possibility for sexual abuse and contributing to possible further endangerment of 
child) She states exam was normal, when later on pages (and) she states that discharge and 
pain are and can be possible symptoms of sexual abuse) 

73. 11/28/15 Child is taken to Edwards upon referral by doctor. 

74 . 11/27/15 E.R department refused to do exam. Told mom to take child to other hospital 
75. 10/3/16 Edwards noted Greenish-Yellow Discharge 

C.p. downplays sexual abuse signs contradictory to her later statements that the same 
symptoms described here are indeed concerning possible signs of sexual abuse. 

C.P. agrees that mother didn't subject child more than two rape kits in a three-year span. 

That is not in line with medical abuse. She admits that doctors are suggesting rape kits but 
mother declining. So why should mother be blamed for medical abuse when if doing the rape 
kit, she is just taking advice of professionals who's job it is to handle the matter. (C.P. admits 
that mother has legitimate concerns each time when she later admits the concerning possible 
signs of sexual abuse) 

Falsifying or contradictory information on cps part. On pg. 13 she states 13 exams or eval done 
for Madeline. Only 2 rape kits between 11/8/13 and 10/2/16 






The exams weren't all for sexual abuse? 


C.P states that all of the dcfs investigations were based of allegations of sexual abuse by Julia 
Eickmeier. DCFS summary 

All showed concerning proof of sexual abuse occurring. Heavily downplayed by dcfs 
Pg,12i une 25, 15 

March of 2015 she said all of them were based on allegations of sexual abuse by Julia e. 

All in effort to make mom look bad and not help protect the defenseless child from abuse 


Pg.16. or 17 

11/8 Perry diaper rash 

11/10 Hospitalization (not) Spirit._ 

ll/18Said o signs at exam. Downplayed, later explained that there was signs 
11/22 follow up at PRC 

PlLlS instead of limit exams, did not interview father, do supervised visits, etc, why let sexual 
abuse get out of hand or ignore it when it is part of the law 

Pg- 18 traumatizing exams but can't rule out sexual abuse. Shows signs consistent with sexual 
abuse which is more traumatizing, so sexual abuse is 90% possible even when exam is normal. 
Cannot 100% disprove sexual abuse. When sexual abuse is possible, why throw mom under the 
bus. Negativity from sexual abuse outweighs efforts of mom to protect child's best interest and 
half the time taking professionals advice. This is less of a medical abuse matter and more of an 
improper way of handling sexual abuse matter by interconnected agencies. 

It doesn't matter what people think about mom, whether they like her or not. A child deserves 
to be protected according to the law no matter who their parents are or how likeable either 
parent is. Bis or minimizing signs of sexual abuse is not a part of dcfs or medical professionals 
job. Their job is solely designed to protect children and here they are doing quite the opposite. 
Several other measures could have been taken but none were so it left the mother with no 
other optiOon than to take what advice professionals were giving her which was to collect 
evidence. 

Pg- 19 no reports in 2014. (not over doing it) Supervised visitation were happening by mother 
with father at this point in time and limited incidents of sexual abuse concerning signs were 
occurring because of the supervised visit mother was enforcing, but illegally. Mother was still 
allowing father visitation but it was acting in effort to protect child. Most of her sexual abuse 
signs stopped with the exception of prolonged sexual behavior, touching people in public, (etc) 
(corrupted type behavior) There are several witnesses especially Gordon that her signs stopped 



during the time mother supervised visits and returned immediately after unsupervised visits 
were enforced by Judge Nov. 13, 2015 contempt hearing. Mother was fined nearly $1500.00 
and held in contempt for denying father visitation. She faced jail time if the denied the father 
again despite her daughter suffering severe mental, emotional, physical and moral distress due 
to the unsupervised visits the judge was making the child go on with her father. Court enforced 
corruption. 

In my eyes, why let sexual abuse occur or get out of hand, when protecting children from it is 
the law. To me, protecting a child according to law should be done more than following a court 
order where a child was subject to reoccurring potential abuse and corruption. I tried getting 
orders of protection to no avail. Judge said I needed more corroboration (evidence) 

When I tried to get evidence, according to advice by judge and police, I get labeled with 
Munhausen and indicated as a child abuser causing medical abuse, and fictitious disorder. 

Again, 1 year of no reports not over doing it, 3 years of no rape kits is not overdoing it and 
shouldn't be considered medical child abuse or Munhausen Bi proxy 

Pg- 19 

Pg-20 C.P. states phone calls were made with conce4rns for Madeline. She was seen again. She 

states because she was seen at inexperienced child sexual abuse facilities 

She is basically validating mother taking child to more appropriate facility (level 1 compared to 

level three) hospital then later claiming that mother committed medical child abuse. She is 

basically the mercy of DCFS who hired her to write this report. 

pg.20 Nov. 26 2013, 

Feb. 12, 2015 

Medical records but Child was not seen 

contradicts herself stating that all medical records child was examined, when indeed some were 
just phone calls ETC or child was not seen. Mom refused exam, doctors refused exam etc. 

Pg.21 Feb 18, 2015 dcfs report 

Pg. 22 October 29, 2016 report. Miskell wasn't fairly supplied documents 

Pg- 24 CP testified to exam from Feb 18, 2015 only intense sexual abuse exam, two extensive 
exams rape kits, not 4 rape kits according to dcfs Ann Pattons testimony on the stand 

Pg. 27 under her direction and conclusion she prepared a report at oct 28 dhr dsif unfrt hrt 
vonytol yrn dsyd unfrt fvfs control. Contains conclusions. 

Line 21, No education was given to me, eas very limited compared to Rangita Rangala of 
Edwards hospital of Naperville, unlike PRC is claiming they extensively educated me 

Pg. 30 Mom Refused exam How can that be medical child abuse. 

Pg. 31 march 17 2015 exam Edwards 



Pg. 34 Edwards 
Nov 24, 15 
Nov 26, 15 

Nov 27 th 15 IVCH mother 

pg.35 Doc referred child to Ed 
Nov. 28 

pg. 36 no collection done at that time but she says there was (Falsifying information) 

12/3/15 

37. 10/3/16 Rape kit. Said it was a normal exam. Doc notes not normal. Possible S.A. according 
to her later contradictions. He is dismissing her abuse signs. Look up her job protocol she says 
DCFS report was made due to several visits to hospital despite only two that year in record. 
Report was made due to concern of father being perpetrator. DCFS switched it. Complete 
negligence bias. DCFS put her up to falsifying into 

Pg/ 39 34 month time span 

40 contradicts information C.P. said I requested several exams and few lines prior said I denies 
several exams and kits 

41 she says interventions puts child at risk of harm. I denied advice several times to protect her 
from that. She is missing point, being biased and if my actions several in time were in line with 
what she is saying here, how can she find it alright to say I committed medical abuse. 
Munchausen by proxy is seeing something not there none the less and all the times there was 
something. 

42 She recommends child gets counseling. Child disclosing sexual abuse verbally. Who else is 
child supposed to turn to 

Pg.44 she lists signs and symptoms of sexual abuse 
She cannot confirm Abuse did not occur 

Pg.46 C.P. admits to never meeting with child personally, never meeting with father, never 
meeting with mother 

Pg^ZC.p. admitted she was not provided full record by DCFS. She was not given records from 
Ottawa Regional. 

48 . Contradicts herself, minimizes s sexual abuse 

Perry exam was normal. Correct But contradicts herself and says there was irritation noted, 
which is consistent with sexual abuse diaper rash 





Pg. 50 ADMITS GREEN DISCHARGE POSSIBLE CONCERNING SIGN OF SEXUAL ABUSE 50. Greenish 
discharge be unusual. C.P. says it o cud be mucous says green concerning white not. 

Sue State of IL for framing me for following instructions 


Pg. 51 she admits sexual abuse may have occurred. Y concerns were valid. States sexual abuse 
very well may have occurred. 


Pg. 52 + 53 Child got better in mothers care, exams almost always normal, where indeed she 
showed green discharge according to dr. She states that is a concerning sign is possible sexual 
abuse, therefore abnormal, she contradicts herself here, stating the exam was normal. 


Pg. 55 + 56 minimizing crotch touching. Saying its not concerning 


Pg. 56 lack of info prior to writing her report. Didn't speak to witnesses who child disclosed 
abuse to. 


Pg- 58 VIP CONTRADICTION Says for parents to have things documented by doctors because 


their word alone is not enough for bruising (not sexual abuse) Here she states she recommends 
what I did, to gather evidence yet when I do it, she claims it is medical abuse, so she is 
recommending parents medically abuse their children. 


Validated me taking her to E.R. yet claims medical abuse. For pics not abuse. If they do days 


that needed child if take pics need pics medical abuse if take to doc for pics. One pic is all that 

was noted doing what police told me, judge told me and she is claiming needed to happen. 

If 1 

am listening to advice from multiple people, how can 1 be guilty of medical abuse 



Pg- 59 


Pg^O 

Contradictions: 11/18/13 erythema )redness/ Diaper rash) abnormal redness to vulva and 
perineum. Could had been sexual abuse see admits when previous she says its normal 

11/22/13 she states they didn't examine child 

***** B jg f at L j e g 2 Says Dr.s tend to over diagnose sexual abuse. That is a big fat lie. Dr.s 
won't even examine unless within their scope of capabilities. If they did it would be illegal the is 
was explained to me by Sangita Rangala. She is saying basically that Dr.s don't do things by the 
book, hmm who is the one not doing things by the book, she is. She said normal variants get 
diagnosed as sexual abuse. Sangita Rangala told me that even minor cuts sometimes don't give 
her legal authority to say sexual abuse by exam alone. She states it has to be severe tearing 
bruising or bleeding such as rape to be legally qualified to diagnose as rape victim. She states as 
far as sexual abuse goes which can consist of touching inappropriately without leaving sever 
physical marks, only emotional or moral, that the behavior needs to be evaluated, disclosures 
etc. to see if In line with sexual abuse, with continuous monitored counseling, build rapport, 
view child in environment, more than just a brief visit or CAC interview 
































PJL63 

She said Madeline was examine every time. That is false 
Falsifying documents. She admits so herself on pages_. 

Contradicts herself She states diaper rash is normal and preciously states it could be a sign of 
sexual abuse 

Minimizes sexual abuse. Has yeast infection 

Pe. 64 

Minimizes sexual abuse. She is stating diaper rash. Possible sexual abuse. To not take to doc. 
Admits 1.4 years go by and nothing occurs (that is not overly hospital visits) 

2/12/15 facts wrong. Admits to anal tear fissure which is untrue. 

She admits to redness and claims she left it out of her report 

Leaving out sexual abuse information (minimizing sexual abuse to the point of excluding 
evidence) 

LACK OF REPORT pg. 66 She admits DCFS didn't provide her with the full record, DCFS didn't 
give her full record. Doctor wrote report without all information, throwing one good protective 
parent under the bus when simply following order and trying to fairly seek some kind of help to 
protect her child who was multiple times becoming sick by sexual abuse unsupervised visits 
with father. Her reports acted in effort of expense of child, protecting sexual abuse and 
contributing to allowing it to continue instead of properly do her join in line with the law, to 
help stop abuse and protect child from it, something with even more long term consequences. 

According to IL state medical cars child is forced to see doctor twice and year and dentist twice 
a year which is sometimes more than what the mom made the child endure. Her symptoms 
were definitely severe enough when the visits were back to back, mother needed evidence 
according to three authority figure types, mother was being threatened jailtime if denial of 
visitation without proper evidence to allow her to just protect her child. Mother allowing 
supervised visits proves she was trying to allow child to spend time with father and her efforts 
were just to protect the child from physical emotional moral, harm same as law, not deny her 
from father. Father's rights are being made to much the main priority instead of the 
defenseless child with a future ahead of her and potential for longer term stress and ongoing 
avoidable problems. 

Mother trying to avoid future problems. Instead of allow harm to occur. That would be 
neglectful. Mom was being fairly attentive, authority figures are wrong and at fault. 

sltfi i 

Truth admits a normal exam doesn't exclude possibility of sexual abuse. Admits if a child is not 








see 72 hours after abuse that exam can be completely normal. Admits that normal exam 
doesn't mean sexual abuse didn't happen. Chance of finding abuse reduced. 

Admits that normal exam doesn't mean sexual abuse didn't happen 

PfL68 

3-15-15 mother refused kit despite doctor's orders. 














